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Decision

iMatter of: :Sentel (Corporation~~Reconsideration
iflle: IB=244991..2
IDate: ‘May 5, 111992

E
[(Ravid fR. $Smith, IEsq., [Reed, Smith, :Shaw :& !McClay, ifor :the
(Protester.
EBarbara (C.. (Roles, iEsq., and (Christine 5. tMelody, tBeq.,,
(Offiice of tthe (General (Counsel, (GAQ, iparticipated iin :the
ipreparatiion of tthe -decision.
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atidor ofipnior deciksion tko'show tthat «decision «contains
€@LrOrS; cof ffact cor 1law cor tho present iinformatiion rmot
rprgvaonsly cconsidered; tt*hat‘vwakrantf iwreversal cor rmodiffiication
cof cdec;:s:.on, wrepetiitiion of aarguments imade duriing «consid-
ceratiion of tthe coriiginal (protest ;and mmere «di:sagreement with
decision «do ot meet tthis :standard.
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CSegt% (‘gorparahf%an zrfzqugsj:s zr"econs;d%%,abmnﬁmf conr (der.;slon
ﬁn-ﬁmmﬁ B- ZEAAB,B.J,WLDec R ,i.]1§9.9‘l,: B1=52(CED §7.5519,. 1In
tthatrcdem:s;or;‘,ﬁwg Thelg: Ezhar.fcav ssolewsource eanar;d'ncs mot zan

“appropriate iremedy’ ttro“'é‘i'emrasei&ai‘ccompenltxve @dvantage alleg-

eedlyigiven cojzher coﬁferprs DY an agency’ss «dis s.closnre «fcone
cofferor’s ;pr.opmetax;y.nnfoxmatj.on where: ({1) tthe aa_gency
only nnadvertently cdlS,ClDSEd tthe (data ;and «did mot wse iit tto
define iitis ;requ:.-rement«s and ((2) :a :sGle-=source :award would
require ke ;agency tto ;proc:ure sservices jit thad aalready {found
tko be ttechnically mnacceptable .
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Hn'{ﬁé%mnigiﬁl ;protg,st, el'- ‘heﬁeat wﬁ?ﬁnﬁz&
COnt¥act tko ANy «offerdr, cothﬁr‘}_tthan&;tsem mndér’rediiest ffor
;prppbfiél;s ((REB) MNo!. INOOE00-:915R222077, 1ifSsued oy tthe/iDepare—
mment. cof ‘tthe rNavy ifor eelectroma_gnebic .sp“gﬁ"trnm rmana_ggmem:
tte,chm.r;al sseryices. <Sentel ccontended tthat\ttfhe IREP.ccontained
ssome ¢of tthe ffirm’css ;p:op,metar.;,y iimformatifon’tthat sSentel rthad
ssubmitted tko tthe INavy as za part «of a ttechnical [presentatiion
cconducted iprilor tho tthe ilsssuance «of tthe sgoliicitatiion iin
cconnectiion with :a ;possible ;award «of :a ccontract ffor thhis
requirement wnder section {8(¢a) of tthe $Small rBusiness 7Act,
IS WESC. <8 637((a) ((1:988).. <Sentel generally ;argued tthat




rsince mhe mav,y nimpropanLy 7 ched mhe ifikemlss Iproprietary
itnformation tto thhe csomix:itam,pn, ithe INavy :should :award the
ccontract u_:n @ rsole-spur,ce lbas;fs tto rSente‘l

TIn"s:i,r.s I i-,.d, : Q ,: ;argues tthat ccur
Ofifikce; nrgd_&ngg;ndxgg INaY closuie ©f its
Iprppniﬂr. ”jinf,qrma; i nticle #eal ienror ©on

tthe:jpax _#Qf iﬁhe nrnnnmgg age nny.,f;hms l,cdid ikp jits ordginal
;prptses < entﬂlé elfcontendsiithat{since if:irm'ﬁ*‘fgropro.etary
nnfnrmatu.pn ccpmpmsag}fon eatnird’ f! _“fentxirg Touirlie)
dtﬁsﬂdiﬁf&?ﬁlﬁtﬁﬁuadem‘tﬁnd thow tEh ;
ﬂnadv.er.tsg tpiﬁg@gﬁlﬂe_ged ‘\.C.ler.l.ca.l;,a,.nrnx‘ig}@
KT gd&b,y{ifm.ﬂu.n_g&;tp caddr:-: S840 Four

2 not}fatrhe INAvy ;pr.opgrd,y ge.vn‘luahgd:fSentel' 8
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wa IEEET
zNau{,y 5; (.dJ.S J.p.snr.e has ;placeﬂ ithe fdrm fin’ a ", ompe
cd::saavantagyn'xppﬁn:uo % ttharefore, cour cdepiirs,mn ﬁhould lbe
:mod:!fuegi‘}bgcause it » zg:.red o 0 cd:.sc:us,sn.on ccpn;:erm.ng

tfher'l: e}nedlgs csmt:.h as xrecpmmendmg tthat tthe

thdraw {tL:he [[rs]pl*:.c:ctat«mn in, u.ts cent'iret:y @and

frour ;pmpi‘ deciss! inn
YERCH Aski o) ,tJJ:aw col,;lp_resgni:uinformat'ion
ﬁrﬁd tEHAL uannam:s meversaul*cpr modiifii-

meng:iJ:‘ipn;r.of zargumentrs imad }in_gssgnr &mns;deratuon of tthe
oxiginal nrpiﬁst @and rmerg cd:.rsagregment” th cour «deciision «do

mot rmegt tth_:c,s jtandard L

; cd
rNavY&&cChéraci?emampﬁrﬁcand o.ur,\ccons:lna J}.‘g""ﬁh t;”*tt'he agency’s
«disclosure’ mﬁgnts imformatitoniinas i nad‘ ERent:; rhnw_ever,
ch_ntg,l"j zrgs:on .deraj:u on*zr_emags ibtstoriginal

';Scj.p_sure was itnten-
ttiioial.. jent;e*]!'ss mere i sagreeme' h'Olir ;agsessment «does

mot jprovide a'tbasis (for ws tto zre;:ons,lder mhether tthe

-cdirsplo,sure was @an jinadvertent wlerical ee::r.or i _]I_d
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ﬁimill-anlg, ﬁeni'sgl"cs zrepet:.tf%ﬁ cof m;r_si:aggumant tr:hat tr.fhe
:agéngy’ nmpr,opera,y eevalnarred ites ttgchnipal ;pxpposfnl~ :which iit
submitted [prikr to issharnce of thhe: ‘aoliSitation knt o, .
connectilon with ca fpossible awdrd wnder tthe B(ta) ;prqgral -
«does mot iProvide ca tbasis for ws tko rmode,y (Or Irevense ouxr
decision. :Secticn 8(ta) ©f tthe Small Business 7Act mauthorizes
tthe Small Business 7Administratiion tto eenter iinto ccontracts
with (government ;agencies and tho :@arxange ffor tthe jperformance
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«©f 8 n nhz:acr.s 5 g.lgbmn,g?,zgﬁbmnt.rﬁ?%‘ ttD 'fg’sgo"’;:ia\bly @and
ce;mnomi “'disadvanr.aged «sma‘.lll2 Ibisiness: {CanGErns,, i
mlthonghﬁ‘ge xadimgnally mavﬁ.e. Iprpjaesngns'igx;gassernmns that
ithelirs prpppﬁa*l““imav.e :no.t\\kbaen&;evaluabed iffprgperily, owe @pply
only: hé}iﬁraud ©r; had 1fait:hvs‘pandard willen he @valuation is
ccondu{ctzeu:;‘nnn-‘ppmpﬁfii dvely, tinder the sacti-on B((a):jprogram
tbecausejthe}iagencytinas 1bnoaq§§discremon‘ttz o, determine’ {if it
willicant¥act . tbhrpugh tzhe jprogram cor with @iparticular B((a)
w_endop_ ;aggi?}berause hhe! ;procedure 1leadxng o an Bi(a) -award is
mni: e.enbﬁmpaased tby e (competiitive jprocurement :statutes.

s [B-2824111, Dec. ;22, 11988, 882 (CBD 1 618,
ﬁince _Sgnhgl"«s ©riginal jprotest ifailed tto show tthat tthe lNavy
condicted tthe evaluatiion «ither fravdulentildy or in ibad
ifaitih, we jproperly «decided ot tto review zthe agency’s

evaluation. ) '

ﬂﬁy :."‘l & ; Aok .;: ' ,_
;fro%ttfhg aextfant mhaé*"%Sgnrc.el}gsr_g ;
xremedzes coj'.“.'hEI haq;m.e%ggmmendi
<so,1g£spur.c,e Awardiito® ﬁgnhgﬂrﬁwwe noﬁe fiLtie: cm:mx*cof
ﬁental"rs :raquest:gdﬁ'é,lmaf uwasﬁuntggixr,equsaﬂt o) ;aazspj.a-zspgrce

award: Asfa’irésultirour, deczﬁm mﬂiﬁhls {tipe? fof

' .eng,y maKe: \ca

UL, iﬁ.O,CDSBd
znglﬁaf*‘ mhillgggw,e‘x""aid Mot FAddress: &fher {Eypes’ cor*m.emedies itn
cour (dem.sj.o 1ame: cd:.d«(consa.dereﬂ:hem ;J.n cconnect;on »mtﬁ"{f&he
;pr_otce_sj:er @’-ar;gument athat. tr.he‘{ za,genqy'ﬁ cd1<sclpsnre ccansgﬂ tzhe
firrm inrepaiiblLe Harm. e 'decided tl:haj: ikt was :J.vnappx,opniate
tto c_granr. ’d'.’h!-. protester any; tt_,ype f xemedy, tbecaiise ©ur, review
©of (the allegedly propnier.ary iknformafiion what was'disclosed
sindicared tthat tthe wast’ :majorxty of tthe informadtiion was
eexi;remeﬂly c_general #in mature :and would mot jprovide :a «compet-
ivor ;any advantage. .Since tthe jprotester thas mnot alkeged ©or
:@attempted tto show tthat (thiss wonclusion iks @nroneous, tthe
protester thas mot met tthe standard warnrantiing modifficatiion
©f cour decision.

The request ifor reconsiideratiion iis «denied.
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‘{On%ﬁg cojihﬁxgﬁthanq, \ksx#ce Eﬁed%rﬁ‘-l IACQUJ.SAE‘J.'?S‘# IRé':guutabmn
((EAR)"”€§ 11(9,1B1 Oggzand B tF’tRﬁg§ 113?:.4*331111 &(11991];)")*' iproviide for
aanxi‘ggpv.ﬁrn mpmpﬂﬁtmve.ly awarded ccontraots ‘s,er. asikde for
=septupn1£8((a) (quaﬂu‘f;lgn cconcerns, '.wf.-“,zrevmew gc:pmpgm.;xiye B(a)
;pnopunements—~~guajz @s we weyview other ccompej:;.i:;ve @award
sselectiions~=to ensure tthat ihey «conform tzo :app‘licable

;{feder&vl procurement rreguu.at~lpns . See IMonri (G

Servs, InG., 70 «Comp. Gen. 145 ((1990),, 90-<2 CED 9 ABE,.
Southwest rRespurce Dev.., B<244147, Sept. 26, 11991, 91-2 CBD
of 295.
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